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Security cameras are only placed on and under this building. There are no cameras in parking lot (D)
across on Kaohu St. and no cameras that go beyond lots A, B and C.

I had also asked that the Employee Only Parking signs be made more visible to the public. The signs are
either too high, hidden in hedges or placed in areas that have no impact. | have also asked why the
county could not install at the entrances to all of the employee parking areas, secured gates that would
allow us access and exit using our Employee ID’s.

All of these questions were never answered.

Until recent, for many months and sometimes years the parking areas were overgrown with weeds, un-
manicured trees and cracked or uprooted asphalt. It was an embarrassment to the surrounding area of
our County Building.

So the question is, where has my money gone, why has it not been used to maintain or improve the
parking area, why has it taken so long to see the improvements that we have now and why has so many
years gone by for anyone to address these real problems?

Your proposal to increase our parking fee 150% more is not justified. As an employee who has to pay to
park near my work site | deserve an explanation as to why the increase is being proposed and how the
monies will benefit myself, the other employees and the community, if there is a need.

The increase proposal with no reason is comparable to someone reaching into my wallet and taking $25
or more each month just because someone felt like doing it? That’s stealing. Please remember, I/we
wear two hats on this island. The first hat is a Citizen of Maui County, who is subjected to property tax
increases, refuse increases, water/sewer increases, oil/gas increase, food price increases and the list
goes on. Secondly as a Civil Servant, | along with all other Civil Servants that work for the County of
Maui are the first “Go to People” here at work who are asked to annually contribute to the Maui United
Way, the Food Bank, the American Heart Association, the Blood Bank, the Cancer Society and...the list
goes on.

I know that these request are voluntary and | like to live my life being able to give cheerfully. Those
gestures help to remind me all the time how fortunate | am to have my job and all the blessings that
come with it. 1 am proud and privileged to work in an environment surrounded by the movers and
shakers of our island and | never take that for granted. So in closing, | humbly ask that you reject the
parking increase proposal and most of all not take your Maui County Civil Servants for granted too.

Thank-you very much,
~ /
WMW

Rochelle Amadeo



HAWAII GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES ASSOCIATION
AFSCME Local 152, AFL-CIO

RANDY PERREIRA, Executive Director « Tel: 808.543.0011 « Fax: 808.528.0922

AFSCME
LOCAL 152, AFL-CIO

Maui County Council

Testimony by
Hawaii Government Employees Association
May 18, 2017

COST ITEM PROPOSAL (HAWAII
GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES
ASSOCIATION. BARGAINING UNITS

02. 03. 04 and 13) (County Communication
17-206. 17-207.17-209)

The Hawaii Government Employees Association, AFSCME Local 152, AFL-CIO strongly
supports the proposed resolutions for our members included within bargaining units 02, 03, 04

and 13 collective bargaining agreements for fiscal year 2018 and 2019.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide written testimony in strong support of the cost item

RS

proposals..

MW

LELIJ &4 Ta
T _

> = 1. = Randy Perreira
{-J: Py < Executive Director
O = wZ
W = 2=
m = & i

= RO

& 0o

888 MILILANI STREET, SUITE 401 HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-2991



Testimony for the council of the County of Maui
Public Hearing
May 19, 2017

CR- 769

To whom it may concern,

My family and | would like to inform you that the area you would like to build a Hawaiian
Cultural Center in the Kaehu Project is that we are in opposition of the proposal for this project.
This specific piece of land is very special to my family. Allow me to give you a brief history
lesson of my family's life upon this land. First of all my mother was born and raised in Waiehu.
She has also passed away there so | would like to continue to honor her memory there. The
tree | used to play on when | was a child is still there. | have watched my own children play on it
and would like to watch my grandchildren play on it for years to come. This is the place where |
learned how to fish and surf. This is the place where more than one generation of my family has
been raised. You are trying to take away our land which has been passed down from generation
to generation. We want to keep the land just the way it is and we don't want anything built upon
it. It has its own purpose and beauty there. This is where my family have our family reunions,
parties, camps, and a place where we talk about and honor our ancestors. To have anything
built there that would prevent or restrict us in anyway in the way our family uses this land which
has been as much as a part of our family as my parents, brothers, sisters, and children who this
land will be passed down to will be very unwelcome. So once again | would like to say that we
strongly oppose your proposal for the Kaehu Project.

Since—rleiy,

infred Aperto

111 lao Loop
Wailuku, Hawaii 96793



Testimony for Council Of The County of Maui
Public Hearing
May, 24, 2011
Bill No. 23 (2011)

CR-(T67

My name is Henry Maio and I am the title holder of lot 4 which is a portion of the
‘Ahupua‘a of Waiehu.

I am hereby objecting to the ammended budget that was recommended at the first reading
approving spending $1.7 million for the negotiated purchase of approximately 64 acres of
wetland between Iao Stream and Waiehu Stream fronting Kaehu Bay. I hereby object to
the fact that the County wants to use taxpayers money to purchase said property that has
no warranty or clear title.

My grandfather was given land in the Mahele both in Waiehu and Paukukalo and we are
still occupying the land, lot 4 in Waiehu. Lot 1 in Paukukukalo LCA3386-Pehuino.
When Councilman Wayne Nishiki was on the Council, a bill was passed whereby the
County would not accept any donation of real property if the title was not clear
(attachment A, COW, Dec. 17, 2001)

The amended foreclosure of the property was being sold with no warranty and by Quit
Claim Deed, which would automatically raise a concern with the Corporation Council. I
spoke with all three partners of North Shore at Waiehu LLC, Paul Werner, Giovanni
Rossati, and Robin Williams and their third party agent, Dave Ivy, and made it known to
them that my family owns all of lot 4 in Waichu, approximately 35 acres as an heir of
Pehuino LCA3386 but today it is noted on TMK 3-3-01, parcel 1.

This action to purchase this property is in direct conflict to County code 3.44.

Sgcerely, %ﬂ’\ T"
Henry Maio

82 Lower Waiehu Beach Road
Wailuku, Maui, Hawaii 96793
808-249-8012

51317 Re-sibmit



COUNCIL OF THE COUNTY OF MAUI

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
December 17, 2001 Committee
Page 2 Report No. 01-249

There being no public testimony, Councilimember Nishiki provided a brief
introduction, followed by a brief overview of the revised draft bill by the
Corporation Counsel.

Your Committee briefly discussed eminent domain procedures as well as
quiet title.

Your Committee noted the importance of having flexibility to make
decisions pertaining to the acquisition of real property based upon each
individual situation.

Your Committee inquired whether the Corporation Counsel would be
willing to approve the revised draft bill entitied “A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE TO
ENSURE THAT THE COUNTY ONLY ACCEPTS REAL PROPERTY WITH
GOOD TITLE" as to form and legality. The Corporation Counsel indicated he
would be willing to approve the revised bill.

At its meeting, the Corporation Counsel signed and approved the revised
bill as to form and legality.

Your Committee voted to recommend passage of the proposed bill on first
reading.

Your Committee of the Whole RECOMMENDS the following:

1. That Bill No. (2001), attached hereto, entitled “A BILL
FOR AN ORDINANCE TO ENSURE THAT THE COUNTY ONLY
ACCEPTS REAL PROPERTY WITH GOOD TITLE® PASS FIRST
READING and BE ORDERED TO PRINT; and

2. That County Communication No. 01-108 be FILED.

Adoption of this report is resp%ested.

cow:cr:0141aa:rkk
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COUNCIL OF THE COUNTY OF MAUI

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

.December 17, 2001 Committee

Report No. 01-249

Honorable Chair and Members
of the County Council

County of Maui

Wailuku, Maui, Hawaii

Chair and Members:

Your Committee of the Whole, having met on December 4, 2001, makes
reference to County Communication No. 01-108, from Councilmember Wayne K.
Nishiki, requesting consideration of a draft bill entited "A BILL FOR AN
ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 3.44, MAUI COUNTY CODE,
REGARDING ACCEPTANCE OF REAL PROPERTY ONLY WITH INSURABLE
TITLE AND BY WARRANTY DEED.

The purpose of the draft bill is to ensure that the County avoids costly
legal disputes by prohibiting the acceptance of real property without clear title.

By cormrespondence dated November 16, 2001, Councilmember Nishiki
requested that the item be scheduled for discussion.

By correspondence dafed December 3, 2001, Councilmember Nishiki
fransmitted a revised draft bill entifed “A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE TO
ENSURE THAT THE COUNTY ONLY ACCEPTS REAL PROPERTY WITH
GOOD TITLE".

The purpose of the revised draft bill is to prohibit the County from
acquiring real property, unless the Director of Finance and the Corporation
Counsel certify in writing that the interest conveyed constitutes “good title” or that
the Council waive this requirement by a two-thirds vote. “Good title’ means the
interest conveyed must be free of any present litigation, obvious defects, or
reasonable doubts conceming its validity or merchantability.

At its meeting, your Committee met with the Corporation Counsel, a
Deputy Corporation Counsel and the Director of Finance.




COUNCIL OF THE COUNTY OF MAUI

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

December 17, 2001 Committee

Page 3 Report No. 01-249
DAIN P. KANE Chair PATRICK S. KAWANO Member
G. RIKI HOKAMA Vice-Chair MICHAEL J. MOLINA Member
ALAN M. ARAKAWA Member WAYNE K. NISHIKI Member
ROBERT CARROLL Member CHARMAINE TAVARES Member
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Testimony for the Council of the County of Maui
Public Hearing
May 19, 2017

ol- 1769

Aloha. My name is Terry Miller.

[ write on behalf of myself and my “ohanas kupuna, Pehuino. I oppose the grant for
the Ka'ehu project. This is my ‘Ohana’s kuleana land. I will not ask anyone besides

my own family for use of our ‘Aina.

I am saddend by the fact that the county of Maui is blatently continuing acts of
violence ,against our Ohana again, and for for the past 17 years and beyond. Our
Ohana still to this very day continue to gather and utilize our ‘Aina which the county
is encroaching upon by funding a non -profit to use our land. Since when is this
Pono? We have been connecting with the ‘Aina as an Ohana with our lu’aus,
reunions, ho'o lewa (funerals) and ‘Ohana nights where the keiki come to learn the
history and to make connections with each other. Our kupuna that have passed
come to me in my dreams and tell me to teach the keiki about how we can honor
and respect those who have passed and for us, the living, to come together.as one.

We malama this land because it is our kuleana.

Thank You,

e

Terry Miller
74 Lower Wiehu Beach Road
Wailuku, Maui, HI 96793





